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INTERVIEW TO JORGE ROCHA 

ON BALANCE RESOLUTION 

PASSED BY THE 10th CONGRESS OF THE 

REVOLUTIONARY COMMUNIST PARTY OF ARGENTINA (PCRA).
Praxis & Theory:

How do you evaluate the balance made by the 10th Congress of your party?

Jorge Rocha:

The last Congress passed four resolutions: one, on international political situation, on national political situation, it introduced amendments to the Program and made the balance of the work of our party since the 9th Congress on August, 2000 up to July, 2004, when the 10th Congress was held. It confirmed the statute and elected the Central Leadership of our party.

The Balance approved contains the work done during the period previous to the Argentinazo, during the Argentinazo itself, on December 2001, and during the period that started since that moment. It defined the general Balance as highly positive because our party was at the vanguard of the struggle for the Argentinazo, standing on the front row of the combat on December 19 and 20, 2001, and after that it was also at the vanguard striving  to impel a way of liberation in the denouement of an objective revolutionary situation that it has been opened in our country, and in the struggle against the policies of Kichener’s government since May 2003.

This balance has also been highly positive because during the late years our party has duplicated its forces and started to consolidate itself as the main left force in Argentina with a real and well known impact on national politics.

The Balance analyzes all the work done in different areas, underlining specially our decisive contribution in the qualitative leap that the Class-conscious and Militant Trend (CMT) has taken in growing and expansion. Particularly in the jobless movement, that as it is well known, reached in this period 100.000 members. Also, in the solidarity with the heroic Iraq´s people that was developed against the invasion led by Yankee imperialism.

Another important point underlined by the Resolution of Balance has been the strengthening of the unity of our Party. This point has and had an special meaning due to the policy of absorbing, intrigues and division of the popular and working class forces developed in a systematic and permanent way by Kirchner’s government specially against the CMT and our party. Thus, we understand that the 10th Congress has been the congress of the triumph of the revolutionary working class cause and of its party of vanguard, too.

At the same time, the 10th Congress considered that it is necessary to learn from the Argentinazo, from its limits, from the tactic and strategic requirements of the period opened in our country. This balance also shows the need to move forward in all our tasks because although the steps taken have been very significant, they are not enough concerning the revolutionary responsibilities that we have to face.

Specially, concerning a basic matter in order to advance and triumph: to change power relations in favor of class-consciousness forces within the great proletarian concentrations; in factory committees, in delegates committees and in the polls to elect floor representatives in factories. Also, among rural workers and factories recovered and run by their workers. Because we are still a small force among the working laborers and a very small force in decisive branches of production. Facts show that we are fell behind in the search of different forms to achieve these objectives. We are slow in using the prestige got by the CMT, the force achieved in the jobless movement and the rest of our forces in a concentrated way.

Also, the Resolution of Balance pointed out weaknesses in our task of preparation. We have taken important steps on this matter but there are still ideas that look down on the relation between massiveness and qualified, on the essential role of centralization and on the vanguard role of the party in the development of self-defense in mass organizations.

Another subject that was strongly underlined is the existence of non-Leninist and Maoists ways in our work style and the existence of practices that underestimate political functioning of our cells and the debate and integration of our political line. These practices make of conciliation and peace without principles a constant fact and some others which confuse Maoist conception of the reflection in the Party of social contradictions and the policy of basing on Marxism, in openness and in a process of unity-criticism-unity for solving them, with Trotzkites reformist ideas that centrally promote differentiation.

P & T: Which was the element that made possible this advance?

Jorge Rocha: That the political and ideological lines practiced were basically correct. The rightness or wrongness of the political-ideological line is always what defines if we advance or setback. Practice has shown that the line approved in the 9th Congress of promoting the Argentinazo, was a right one. This policy was launched by our party on 1996 and was confirmed by the 9th Congress on August, 2000.

The 10th Congress emphasized as an essential element of the balance the defense of the Marxist-Leninist-Maoist doctrine and the fight for the integration of it with the concrete practice of Argentine revolution.

It also pointed out the rightness of our analysis about the economic character of our country as a dependent country disputed by different imperialisms. Also, it stressed the rightness of our analysis of the world and national crisis; about the summit of class-struggle, as well as our analysis on the way of approximation to revolution and of fighting for an Argentinazo that would impose a patriotic and popular government.

It also underlined something related with the above paragraph, the rightness of our political line concerning hunger, unemployment, the upsurge of mass struggle and jobless movement; the original way that we impelled for its development; on our electoral tactic at that moment; on our political line concerning mass self-defense and on our insurrectional strategy that were developed in  CC resolution on September, 2002 and on our cell an growth policy; also, about our analysis concerning contradictions within the ruling classes and around changes occurred within the ruling classes block. This matter was deeply developed in the thesis About National Political Situation approved by the 10th Congress.

Generally speaking, it also pointed out the rightness of our defense on Leninist definition of imperialism, characterization of the epoch and on most important contradictions existing in the world imperialist system. It pointed out that what happened in Afghanistan, Palestine and Iraq as well as the events in our Latin America confirmed what the 9th Congress underlined: from all these contradictions, the one that was tautening was the one that opposes the oppressive imperialist countries with the oppressed countries and peoples.

It also stressed that the course of international events and reality of our country have shown the rightness of our hard stand on behalf the Maoist analyses on capitalist restoration in the SSRRU, in China, and the rest of the countries where socialism had triumphed. And also to have a firmed stand against the reactionary and revisionist offensive that spreads out the idea that class struggle belongs to the past, and also to defend the theory of the continuation of revolution under the conditions of proletariat dictatorship. This analysis and theory have allowed us to unravel the true causes of the defeats suffered by the proletariat and socialism during the late decades. And concerning our country, to find out the old penetration of the late Russian social-imperialism, now Russian imperialism, and lately, of the Chinese imperialism.  

 P&T: Did the 10th Congress approve any concrete measure on the organizational field? 

Jorge Rocha: Yes. It was decided to make the year 2004 the year of strengthening our propaganda and particularly to wide-spread our Party newspaper HOY. It also decided to persist with our plan of increasing party membership and cells duplicating them, particularly in the big proletarian concentrations.

This plan has a first stage that ends on January, 2005, when our party will be celebrating the 37th anniversary of its founding. 

Concerning the organic development, the 10th Congress stressed the importance of the challenge we have ahead. This challenge consists on increasing the party and CMT membership, a step forward in building class-conscious groups and party cells. To increase party cells that are able to root in each place and to politically lead each place, not only among jobless and retirees, but also, and mainly within the working class movement in the factories. These cells should be capable of leading other popular sections of the population.

Capable to build new local and regional committees and barrio committees that will be able to guarantee the political leadership within the cells, mainly in the big factories of each area; along with the strengthening of Regional and Provincial Committees in different sectors of our work.

Concerning cadres’ policy, the challenge is to give more importance to the political and ideological formation of hundreds of new cell secretaries as well as the promotion of new members to places of leadership deepening the policy of integrating new with old members and different generations of members that are part of our rank and files.

The approval of the Balance was preceded by a debate developed during several months. We have made efforts to perform this debate according to Leninist teachings as an instrument for seeking the truth in the facts of reality and make a general roll call of our own files, of their weaknesses and strengths, our assertiveness and errors; as instrument through which will be able to make the collective, democratic debate of ideas and of criticism and self-criticism, the practice of democratic centralism, the strengthening of party unity and its revolutionary work; as an instrument for striving to fulfill the requirements of the denouement of situation opened in our country.

At the same time, we think it now as an instrument for the orientation of debating process in provincial, regional and cells balances that are taking place in several places towards their respective party conferences.#



The position of OCML Voie Prolétarienne/ 

MLCO Proletarian Way, France

About three political declarations

proposed to the 8th IC

During the 8th Conference these three declarations were proposed:

· About political prisoners

· About the intervention of USA and United Kingdom in Iraq

· On the blockade of Cuba

Proletarian Way has decided to sign the declaration on the defense of political prisoners and not to sign the two others.

The declaration about political prisoners 

The MLCO PW signs this declaration. It contains, which is necessary, a denunciation of the confinement in general. Indeed, political prisoners are not the only  kind of prisoners. Yet, the accent is justly put, in the body of the text, on thew defense of political prisoners.

Nevertheless, the title talks about ALL prisoners. Now, our support goes positively to political progressive and communist militants of reactionary organizations, islamics for example. However, we denounce the laws of exeption, repression, and torture, carried out by the USA and the Great Britain who strike them today, and likewise are directed against revolutionary militants.

The declaration about Iraq

Our points of agreement about this resolution are too limited in relation to the points of disagreement. So we cannot sign it.

The points of agreement are concerning the characterization of motives and imperialist stakes in this war (point 1), the characterization of the impasse where the American imperialism is (point 2), and the denunciation of occupation which is legitimatized by the UNO (point 5).

The last point is important   for us, because we have not only to denounce and to fight against the only American and British imperialism, but against all imperialism, our own included :French imperialism. We condemn a placing under tutelage of Iraq by the UNO, which would permit „our“ imperialism to play its own card in Iraq. The latter, halloed by its opposition to the war in Iraq still leads a military intervention in the Ivory Coast.

Our disagreement are about the strategy and the tactic that the communist must adopt, concerning the political forces which fight against this occupation.

The Iraqi people suffers an hard military occupation, the goal of which is to enforce the economical and political ascendancy of the USA in this region of the world. This policy is carried out with most fractions of the bourgeoisie in Iraq. This situation of occupation perfectly legitimate the recourse to armed struggle, to put and end to it and to liberate the Iraqi people. But beyond this report, we have to express two important divergences concerning the content of the resolution (points 3 and 4).

The first one is about the content of revolutionary tasks in Iraq today (the stage). The resolution seems to say that, strategically, the stage of the revolution in Iraq is democratic and national, the question of socialism being postponed.

We consider that in Iraq, capitalistic social relations are dominant. So the revolution must be socialist. This does not make it impossible that, in the current situation of occupation, the communist and their allies use national patriotic aspirations as a lever in this struggle. But, it is only a tactical position for making the conquest of power by workers and exploited ones easier.

The second divergence is about the estimation of the opposition to the occupation and of the resulting support tasks. Greeting the unity of the opposition (besides it seems to overestimate it), without estimating the content of this unity, does not appear to us what corresponds to a communist position.

We are convinced that the American imperialism will retire from Iraq. Though, according to the world revolution, knowing whom this withdraw will be profitable to is not indifferent: the reactionary forces, or world reaction, as has been the case in 1979 in Iran. If it is the working class. it will be an encouragement to the world class struggle.

In the current situation in Iraq, the islamist reactionary groups(Sunnite and Shiite) do dominant the resistance, and give to their opposition to the American imperialism and antidemocratic reactionary content: hostile to the women emancipation, anti-workers and anticommunist. This express from many ways, especially in the repression of progressive organizations (unemployed committees, women organizations, trade-unions) in the areas under their control.

When we claim our support to the struggle of the Iraqi people against the occupation, we affirm at the same time that there exists a struggle between the two ways within it: a reactionary way, and a progressive and popular way. To the last one the communist must bring their support. It corresponds to the Leninist orientation, which fixed the tasks of the communists in the national struggle since the second congress of the Communist International. This is still more relevant if socialism is the stake of the current struggle.

The declaration about the defense of Cuba

Here again, the necessary struggle against imperialism is put forwarded without any analysis of the forces which opposes to the USA. There is nothing within the declaration about the nature of the Cuban regime. Such a declaration ought to be done according to the point of view of the international working class, and take the interests of the Cuban working class into account. Now, the Cuban people suffers an oppression and an exploitation coming from the state Cuban bourgeoisie (which, remember, prohibited strike and organizations rights, long time ago).

Both denunciations must combine, because the Cuban regime is stepping up the repression by leaning on the blockade and the threat of the USA.

General remarks

During the 7th Conferences, a declaration on Afghanistan had been proposed. Inserting a demarcation in opposition to Taliban and Moudjahidin Islamists had been refused. In general, the texts that are subject to a signature refuse to demarcate from reactionary and bourgeoisie forces that we are led to meet in the struggle against imperialism. This refers to a mode of building the International Communist Association with which disagree.

At the beginnings of the Social-Democratic Workers Party of Russia, Lenin directed its construction by taking up successive positions and demarcations. The process consisted in taking up its position in the political struggle, each time in the interests of the working class. What are the forces? What are the stakes at hand?

We think that such a similar process should be adopted in conference. Apart from a few declarations used as intervention tools (such as petitions for example) planned to bounded objectives, declarations must make us appear as communists. Such texts must define the forces, enemies, friends at hand. They must define the revolutionary stage, and claim a position, every time from the point of view of the international working class and of its regional detachments that are most affected by the question which is talked about. #

Comments on the Resolutions

adopted at the 

8th International Conference

by Marxist-Leninist Party of Germany (MLPD)

Gelsenkirchen, June, 28, 2004

On behalf of the Central Committee of the MLPD I may state the following on the resolutions of the 8th International Conference:

1.) The MLPD signs without restrictions the Conference resolutions No. 1 (The aggressive and expansionist character of US imperialism, the intensifying contradictions among the imperialist powers and the growing threat of war), No. 2 (The economic crisis of imperialism and its effects), No. 4 (On the Perspective of the 8th International Conference and the Preparation of the 9th International Conference) as well as the declaration on the development in Iraq. 

2.) The MLPD already signed the resolutions on mutual support in Marxist-Leninist party building, on Cuba and on the political prisoners.

3.) We sign the Resolution No. 3 ("Class Struggle of the International Working Class, 

Anti-Imperialist Struggle of the Peoples and International Solidarity Including the Improvement of Practical Cooperation") with the following restrictions related to items 4) and 7) in the 2nd paragraph of the passage "International Solidarity".

On item 7), paragraph 2:
The MLPD declares its unrestricted solidarity with all revolutionary liberation struggles all over the world. It does not make its solidarity 

dependent on total agreement with the respective parties, organizations or persons leading these struggles. Without question, the MLPD stands up for the release of Abimael Guzman, Communist Party of Peru (Sendero luminoso), imprisoned members of CPN (Maoist) or A. Öcalan, General Secretary of the Workers' Party of Kurdistan (PKK). However, in item 7) of the passage "International Solidarity," the resolution is problematic, because it restricts international solidarity to such organizations professing to lead the armed struggle in the form of people's war. This emphasis explicitly does not correspond with the consensus of the Conference. In particular, it is not our view to uncritically accept every myth. 

The struggle of the PCP (Sendero luminoso) has failed. Leading persons capitulated without a word of honest self-criticism on their failed strategy and tactics. In other countries, it is questionable to speak of people's war. As a fact, various measures of prosecution against the Marxist-Leninist and working-class movement also occur in the imperialist countries as well as in the neocolonially exploited and oppressed countries in which no armed struggle is going on. For instance, strikes and strike leaders already can be presented as criminal, as "terrorist," if acts are "committed with the aim of ... compelling a Government or an international organization to perform or abstain from performing any act...." (EC Official Journal L 344 of 28 December 2001) 

In the Resolution, the dimension of the task and the necessary practical cooperation of the Marxist-Leninists against the organization of the international counterrevolution, which is directed against all efforts for liberation from exploitation and oppression, is completely distorted and restricted. 

On item 4):
· The 8th International Conference reflected a positive and multi-faceted development in the class struggle and Marxist-Leninist party building in many countries. The passages mentioned do not sufficiently express the versatility and diversity of this development and the discussion.

· The 8th International Conference carried out an intensive discussion about the development and assessment of armed struggles in the countries listed under item 4) in Resolution No. 3. This is not reflected in the Resolution. In the passages mentioned, the Resolution has a tendency towards dealing with the armed struggle in the aforementioned countries in an undifferentiated way and towards sweeping and uncritical support.

The bases of the International Conference of Marxist-Leninist Parties and Organizations involve a positive attitude to armed struggle. This includes the struggle against revisionism and, in this context, constitutes a central issue. In our view, it is not a disputed question in the International Conference that the seizure of power is possible by armed revolution only. 

Respecting the sovereignty of each organization and the principle of non-intervention, the 8th International Conference has also discussed the development in Peru and Nepal and the politics of the Communist Party of Peru (Sendero luminoso) and the Communist Party of Nepal (Maoist) against this background. In our view, consensus was found that, to evaluate an individual struggle, it is crucial which ideological-political line is underlying it. Not every armed struggle can be considered as a people's war on the basis of Marxism-Leninism and Mao Zedong Thought. 

In our view, very serious criticisms and questions on Nepal were forwarded related to violations of the mass line through the CPN (Maoist). Also, there were several contributions to the discussion, recalling the defeat of the PCP (Sendero luminoso) in Peru. Concerning India and Turkey, participants of the Conference, also those of these respective countries, pointed out that, in these two countries, one cannot speak of armed people's war worth mentioning on the national level. In Colombia, the FARC, having emerged on a revisionist basis, has a crucial part in the armed struggle. Political solidarity with its struggle against imperialist oppression and the Plan Colombia must combine with the ideological struggle against modern revisionism, as is also laid down in the Conference principles. The just armed struggles in Iraq and Palestine need strong Marxist-Leninist parties for their higher development. In the Philippines, a people's war takes place under the leadership of the Marxist-Leninist CPP on the basis of Marxism-Leninism and Mao Zedong Thought.

In our view, however, a sufficient consensus and deep-reaching unanimity in the spirit of the principles of the International Conference has not taken place on these issues. The necessary differentiation corresponding with the Conference discussion is not to be found in the formulation of item 4) of Resolution No. 3, which strings together most different countries and then makes a general call to support armed struggle in these countries. Therefore, the MLPD can sign item 4) of Resolution No. 3 only with these restrictions. 

· On principle, the MLPD considers in particular the following conditions necessary for people's war on the basis of Marxism-Leninism and Mao Zedong Thought:

· Fundamentally, an independent concrete analysis of the concrete circumstances in the respective country is required as well as strategy and tactics of the revolutionary struggle for national and social liberation in accordance with the respective particularities. In our view, people's war is not a general strategy and tactics for all neocolonially exploited and oppressed countries.

· People's war must be a component of the new-democratic revolution with a socialist perspective. It must incorporate in the international proletarian revolution.

· The organized working class and its Marxist-Leninist party must indeed be in the leading role.

· It must be a struggle on the basis of the mass line, which passes through different stages and is inseparably linked and imbued with the class struggle of the proletariat in the country and on the international level. 

· The strategy and tactics of protracted people's war has as its prerequisite an acutely revolutionary situation, which is hardly to be descried today. 

We consider legitimate that the international Marxist-Leninist and working-class movement discusses these issues in a serious manner and without reservations. For us, it is not decisive whether – sooner or later – arms are taken up, but whether the ideological-political line is correct with which this struggle is conducted. If arms are taken up, be it in the guerilla fight or in armed uprising, success must be guaranteed under all circumstances. Everything else would be adventurism and gambling with the lives of the revolutionaries and the masses involved in this struggle.

It was one of the most harmful phenomena of the old communist movement that many myths emerged and fundamental, critical issues were not discussed properly to the end. The more thoroughly we approach these ideological-political issues with the aim of gradually achieving unity, the more can we spare the international Marxist-Leninist and working-class movement from defeats. 

Comments on the Resolutions

adopted at the 

8th International Conference

by CPI(ML) Red Flag, India 

June 2004

1. The Joint Coordinating Group (JCG) of the ICMLPO deserves congratulations for successfully holding the 8th International Conference 2004 with the participation of 29 parties/organizations from 26 countries.

2. For the first time a delegation of CPI(ML) Red Flag attended the IC. Our contribution to the three topics for discussion along with the Country Report on India were sent in advance. Based on these our delegation had stressed on the need to develop the General Line of International Communist Movement (ICM) in continuation to Comintern positions and 1963 General Line put forward by the CPC, to take steps to form a Platform of the Marxist-Leninist Parties and Organizations uncompromisingly strugg-ling against right opportunism and sectarianism, and to develop the broad anti-imperialist front under the leadership of this platform.


3. After the conclusion of the IC, the newly elected JCG has send the final version of the three resolutions, stating that they "were drawn up and adopted by the principle of consensus". 

While we are publishing these resolutions in the true spirit of proletarian internationalism, we are of view that these resolutions do not reflect the true consensus evolved in the Conference. So it is necessary to explain our stand towards "the struggle also by means of arms in the neo-colonial countries by exploited and oppressed peoples which take place under the leadership of the Marxist-Leninist and revolutionary parties and organizations in the Philippines, Columbia, Palestine, Turkey, Nepal and India and in other countries". The repetition of this aspect four times in Resolution no. 3, according to us, goes against the spirit of the discussions that took place and against the consensus of the participants.

First of all clubbing these struggles in Iraq and Palestine with the struggles led by the so-called „Maoist“ parties in Philippines, Nepal and India are basically wrong. What is happening in the former are anti-imperialist national liberation movements with the participation of vast masses as explained in the resolution on Iraq (resolution no. 5). These movements immensely contribute towards intensifying the anti-imperialist struggles and calls for full-fledged support of the Marxist-Leninist forces.


But the case of the struggles led by the so-called „Maoist“ parties are basically different. The „Maoism“ projected by them is nothing but „Lin Piaoism“; that dominated the Ninth (1969) Congress of the CPC including its new era theory. 

All these „Maoist“ parties goes against the Bolshevik concept of party building surrounded by class/mass organizations taught by Lenin and the mass line concept of Mao. Our experience in India is that both CPI(ML) People´s War and the MCC preaching „Maoism“ are petti-bourgeois anarchist groups pursuing extreme sectarian lines. They are hindrances to developing the proletarian revolutionary movement. It is not correct on the part of the JCG to present them as Marxist-Leninist parties as a consensus position. There was no consensus on this issue.

Publication of these resolutions without a critique shall create confusion as our opposition to „Maoism“ is well-known, and as we are waging uncompromising struggle against this trend in India. So we shall be publishing Resolution no. 3 later along with our critique, while the Resolution no. 1, 2 and 5 are published in July issue of our monthly publication Red Star.

4. Regarding the three short resolutions moved by different participants, please include the name of our party also among the signatories of the first two resolution (on Cuba and Political Prisoners). Regarding the resolution on formation of a Marxist-Leninist Institute or Centre, though it is a positive suggestion, it will be premature to go for organizing it before evolving the General Line of the ICM and initiating steps to build the platform of Marxist-Leninist Parties and Organizations. Rather this task should be taken up as part of the platform. So we have decided not to sign this resolution.

5. We feel that such an important conference like the Eighth International Conference of the ICMLPO should have passed resolutions on (a) building platform of the ML Parties and Organizations based on a General Line of ICM evolved in continuation of Comintern positions and 1963 General Line put forward by the CPC, and according to concrete conditions today, fighting against revisionism and sectarianism of all hues, (b) building anti-imperialist front at global level under the initiative of this platform, (c) diversionary trends like WSF and MR 2004, (d) neo-liberal imperialist globalization which is devastating the masses, and (e) asserting socialism as the only alternative for world proletariat and oppressed peoples.

6. We are of the view that it is better to bring out INL in six months, regularly. 

It should focus on developing the General Line of the ICM and Resolutions on important international developments. The discussion on General Line should include the struggle against right and „left“ deviations of all hues.

Comment

of the

Communist Organization of Luxemburg (KOL)

on the 

8th International Conference of 

Marxist-Leninist Parties And Organizations

October 2004

The KOL signs all resolutions of the 8th International Conference (No 1; No 2; No 3; No 4, as well as the resolutions “To All Workers And Peoples of the World” and the two solidarity resolutions on the political prisoners ad on Cuba). We will temporarily not yet sign the resolution on the mutual support in party building. We are not averse as far as this project is concerned but we want to asses its implementation first.

The 8th International Conference of Marxist-Leninist Parties and Organizations is marked by a growth in quantity and quality. The discussion was moulded by the tension exerted from the contradiction between the old and the new. The 8th International Conference had the task to examine new manifestations of the capitalist-imperialist world order in order to gain new insights and to draw respective conclusions for the Marxists-Leninists all over the world. Certainly, at the same time a lot of conservative thoughts must be overcome that were creeping into the Marxist-Leninist world movement over the decades. Also conclusions that were drawn rashly are absolutely worth to be reviewed and shall still remain a subject of discussion. The International Conference is distinguished mainly by being as courageous not to exclude anything and to submit honest resolutions to the workers and the peoples of the world.

But we always realize one thing again at the conferences: As soon as the discussion is heading an end we always come upon the lack of a General Line as far as content is concerned and consequently upon the lack of an organizational International as far as form is concerned.

Nevertheless, the conception of the conference with its method of gradual unification, its principles and rules ensures make progresses in the debate and the unification of the international Marxist-Leninist world movement systematically.

In this sense the 8th IC is a defeat of revisionism and neo-revisionism, of opportunism in all of its varieties and it is a victory of the Marxist-Leninist world movement.

Comments 

on the Resolutions

adopted at the 

8th International Conference

by AKP Norway,

June 2004
The AKP, Norway, confirms the formal signing of Res. 1-5, as well as the declarations on Cuba and political prisoners (already signed). On Resolution 4 we have the following comment:

The next Conference should discuss whether the main criteria for participation in the IC should be formulated in a way emphasizing the main demarcation lines in the present day international communist and revolutionary movement, in stead of focusing mainly on former demarcation lines.

In special the formulation in the second "dot-point" might obstruct organizations with a former adherence to the so-called "Albanian-camp" in taking contact with the IC. It might also as well blure the demarcation line towards modern revisionism, since also Brezhnevite parties and organizations use historical persons to define their position.

___________________________________________________________________________

Comments on the Resolutions

adopted at the 

8th International Conference

by Communist Party of Philippines

 July 2004
The Communist Party of the Philippines is signing the following resolutions of the 8th International Conference of Marxist-Leninist Parties and Organizations (ICMLPO):

Resolution No. 1: The aggressive and expansionist character of US imperialism, the intensifying contradictions among the imperialist powers and the growing threat of war

Resolution No. 4: On the Perspective of the 8th International Conference and the Preparation of the 9th International Conference

Resolution No. 5: To All Workers and Peoples of the World; Declaration of the 8th International Conference of Marxist-Leninist Parties and Organizations
The following resolutions, the Communist Party of the Philippines (CPP) signs with reservations:

Resolution No. 3. Class Struggle of the International Working Class, Anti-Imperialist Struggle of the Peoples and International Solidarity Including the Improvement of Practical Cooperation, on the seventh paragraph under the subtitle: The increasing struggles of the working class and the oppressed peoples in countries oppressed by imperialism, which reads:

 "In some countries such as the Philippines, Palestine, Colombia, Iraq, Turkey, Nepal and others, armed struggles are being waged.  Some of these struggles are led by Marxist-Leninist parties.  These are combined with a large variety of anti-imperialist mass struggles and are important for the anti-imperialist movement. In other neo-colonial, exploited and oppressed countries, revolutionary forces are emerging who are preparing for armed revolution.  These forces need and deserve the support and the solidarity of Marxist-Leninist and of all anti-imperialist democratic and progressive parties and organizations all over the world."

The CPP maintains that this section of the resolution does not adequately present the  crucial role that protracted people's war led by Marxist-Leninist-Maoist parties in semicolonial and semifeudal countries fulfills in carrying out new-democratic revolution as a prelude to socialist revolution. Such protracted people's war addresses the central question of revolution, which is the seizure of political power. The Marxist-Leninist-Maoist parties that wage people's war play an essential role in upholding the Marxist-Leninist theory of state and revolution and carrying the world proletarian revolution forward through armed revolution.  The waging of people's war in the semicolonial and semifeudal countries is favorable to the class struggle in the imperialist countries and to the eventual overthrow of the monopoly bourgeoisie by the proletariat. The class struggle in the imperialist countries and the protracted people's war in semicolonial and semifeudal countries are dialectically interconnected.

In addition to the above-stated points, the CPP also wants to include India among the countries mentioned, because it recognizes and admires the protracted people's war being courageously waged by the Communist Party of India-Marxist Leninist (People's War) [CPI-ML (PW)] and the Maoist Communist Centre (MCC).

Regarding Resolution No. 2: The Economic Crisis of Imperialism and its Effects, the CPP signs with the following reservations:

In the 4th to the last paragraph of the resolution, which reads: "The power over the sources of raw materials and locations of production lies directly in the hands of the imperialist powers and their monopolies."  

This does not sufficiently bring out the contradictions that arise between the imperialist powers and their monopolies with the client states and the local reactionaries. Manifestations of such contradictions are those that arose between the imperialist countries on the one hand and China, India, Brazil and other third world countries on the other hand in the WTO at the meeting in Cancun.  It is important not to ignore such contradictions, because they are favorable conditions for the struggles of the peoples in those countries.

In the second to the last paragraph, the first sentence which reads: "The international proletariat has grown on a world-wide scale", the CPP wishes to point out the Leninist position that capital expansion under imperialism is spasmodic and anti-development and opposes the Kautskyite notion of global industrial development under imperialism. We wish to take note of the massive destruction of jobs caused by imperialist globalization. We raise basic questions on data given by the World Bank and other imperialist institutions about urbanization in many third world countries and claims of growth of the number of workers.

The CPP also signs the resolutions supporting political prisoners and supporting Cuba. The CPP does not sign the resolution on setting up a Marxist-Leninist institute or training center, which resolution is not part of the 8th IC. 

Please note that the signatory to the IC resolutions is the Communist Party of the Philippines (CPP). It is the participating organization from the Philippines since the 3rd International Conference of Marxist-Leninist Parties and Organizations in 1992 and remains as such until now.  

The National Democratic Front of the Philippines (NDFP) is not the signatory nor the participating organization in the ICMLPO.

___________________________________________________________________________

Comments of the

Bolshevik Party (North Kurdistan-Turkey)

on the Resolutions of the

8th  International Conference

of Marxist-Leninist Parties

and Organizations,

June 2004

On resolution number 1

"The aggressive and expansionist character of US-imperialism, the aggravation of the inter imperialist contradictions and the growing general threat of war."

We sign this resolution except for the second paragraph of item 8 where it says: 

The main target of  the common struggle worldwide has to be the USA as an imperialist power in the present world.

In our view this sentence amounts to the statement: "The US imperialism is the main enemy of the peoples of the world". At the conference there was quite a sharp debate on this statement, where we have explained our fundamental disapproval of such a classification of the main enemy on a worldwide scale under the present conditions. At the end it was stated that no consensus can be reached on this topic. The adopted consensus on this topic says: "Imperialism headed by US imperialism is the main enemy of the peoples." This, on the other hand, means that the main target of the common struggle has to be imperialism (head by US imperialism). The text presented now, however, says that the main target of the common struggle should be US imperialism, which e.g. in an imperialist country like Germany or France can lead to a wrong policy.

Besides, this sentence (main target US imperialism) is totally in contradiction with the following correct statements in the second and third paragraph of topic 8, where it is clearly and explicitly stated:

In the imperialist countries every Marxist-Leninist party must direct the struggle of the working class and its allies against the bourgeoisie of its own country (...)

On the other hand, in the oppressed countries the Marxist-Leninists have to study the respective concrete situation and direct the revolutionary class struggle against the imperialist powers which oppress their country for the most part and against the local ruling classes. (...)

We hold the view that such contradictions should have no place in such a document.

Explanations on the question "Iraqi people" or "peoples of Iraq"

During the discussion of this resolution we made the proposal for amendment to use the notion "peoples of Iraq" or "people of Iraq from different nationalities" in place of the notion "Iraqi people". Without bigger discussion it was accepted for this resolution that the notion peoples of Iraq will be used, which is also reflected in item 2 where it is stated:

Nevertheless, the heroic resistance of the peoples of Iraq (...)

The background of the debate on the notion "Iraqi people" or "peoples of Iraq" is the fact that in Iraq various nations and nationalities are living, that there has taken place and still takes place an oppression of national minorities and nations in Iraq, and that these contradictions are exploited by the imperialists. In the later discussion of the 5th resolution (Resolution on Iraq) this debate arose again. The majority of the conference held the view that in a direct political and agitative resolution the notion "the Iraqi people" has to be used. In order to prevent an obstruction of the conference we have broken off the debate and declared that we will not sign the resolution on Iraq. Regarding this point we have already given a written statement at the conference.

On the assessment of the PR of China

Concerning item 4 of the 1st resolution we additionally would like to explain on our part the following point:

We regard the PR of China today not yet as an imperialist great power.

We consider the PR of China as an independent capitalist power, which mainly with the help of imperialist foreign capital is exploiting the enormous capacities of China and which can and will quickly develop into an imperialist great power.

Even though the PR of China is not yet an imperialist great power, today it is like one of the main powers in terms of economy and politics.

In this way we understand this topic.

On resolution number 2

"The economic crisis of imperialism and its effects"

We sign this resolution.

Comment: We underscore in addition that today the crisis cycle in the world economy is in a phase of recovery, but that this phase of economic recovery is very unstable and threatened by many factors that are listed in the resolution.

On resolution number 3

"The class struggle in the international working class movement, the anti-imperialist struggle of the peoples and the international solidarity including the improvement of practical cooperation"

We sign this resolution (in the English version) except for the following sentences:

For the first time in history, on February 2003, a worldwide day of action against the imperialist war (…) (first page, 1st part, 4th paragraph)

It is wrong to maintain that "a worldwide day of action against the imperialist war involving dozens of millions of militant people from five continents" has taken place for the first time in history. Already in the twenties (so e.g. 1928, see appeal in the copy) September 1 was declared a worldwide day of action against the imperialist war by the Communist International. Millions of people in many continents followed these appeals. In the early fifties days of actions against the war were staged worldwide, actually under the leadership of the Communist Parties and many broad mass organizations!

We do not sign the following two paragraphs:

In some countries such as the Philippines, Palestine, Colombia, Iraq, Turkey ,Nepal and others, armed struggles are being waged. Some of these struggles are led by Marxist-Leninist parties. These are combined with a large variety of anti-imperialist mass struggles and are important fort the anti-imperialist movement. In other neocolonial, exploited and oppressed countries, revolutionary forces are emerging who are preparing for armed revolution. These forces need and deserve the support and the solidarity of Marxist-Leninist and of all anti-imperialist democratic and progressive parties and organizations all over the world. (first page, second part, last paragraph)

In this paragraph the solidarity with the armed struggle and the support of the armed struggle of the peoples, mainly those under the leadership of Marxist-Leninist forces, shall be expressed, which, of course, we support. Nevertheless, we do not sign this paragraph, because it tries to reach a wrong compromise and suggests a unity in the assessment of various armed struggles that was not given in the conference.

First it is striking in the listing of armed forces that very different struggles with respect to their extent and character are listed in order. E.g. the armed struggles in Iraq and in Palestine are different in terms of their character compared to the armed struggle in the Philippines under the leadership of the NPA. The armed struggle in Turkey again can not at all be compared with the armed struggles that are mentioned here in the same breath regarding its extent. It is, if at all, a marginal struggle which does not play an important role in class struggle. If in this enumeration the armed struggle is the common denominator in general, then it is completely not understandable why e.g. Turkey is mentioned, but not Chechnya, Sri Lanka, Afghanistan, the Basque region etc.!

Altogether this paragraph does not contribute to a clarification of existing differences.

We support the struggle also by means of arms in the colonial countries by exploited and oppressed peoples which take place under the leadership of Marxist-Leninist and revolutionary parties and organizations in the Philippines, Colombia, Palestine, Turkey, Nepal and India and in other countries. (p. 3, topic 4)

Altogether, the same applies also to this sentence what we have said above.

Regarding Turkey we can clearly and definitely say that there is no armed struggle under the leadership of Marxist-Leninist forces worth to be mentioned today.

The peoples of Iraq

In addition we clearly and definitely declare that we do not agree with the formulations „the resistance of the Iraqi people” (first sentence of the resolution) and „solidarity with the heroic people of Iraq” (2nd item in the section „International Solidarity”, p. 4) and that we do not sign these formulations. 

These formulations negate the fact that there is a national problem in Iraq, that the people in Iraq is not unified in terms of nationality, that Iraq is a multi-people, multinational, multination state. The oppressed nations like the Kurdish nation have got the right to self-determination and secession.

Resolution number 4

"On the perspective of the 8th International Conference and the preparation of the 9th International Conference"

We sign this resolution.

However, we declare regarding this point that we still maintain our former criticism of the "main criteria" for the participation in the conference and of some points of the "principles". We consider the main criteria as well as some "principles" improvable. Because there was no opportunity of discussion about them at the conference, we suggest a discussion on this topic at the next conference.

Resolution number 5

"To all workers and peoples of the world"

We do not sign this resolution.

We have already explained the reasons why we do not sign this resolution in a written statement presented during the conference. (see enclosure 1)

We also want to add that we consider the analogy with Vietnam in the resolution to be totally wrong, where it reads: 

"Baghdad, Falludsha, Nadshaf and Kerbala are already becoming a second Vietnam for the Yankees".

The analogy with Vietnam overlooks the fact that in Vietnam there was a real anti-imperialist war under the leadership of the communists.

The developing resistance in Iraq is in the present form not directed against the imperialist system. It is a struggle against the occupation of the country, against the occupation forces and their direct lackeys. 

The communists are not playing an important role in this struggle. To speak of Vietnam under these conditions means to attribute a quality to the resistance which it - unfortunately - does not have.#

__________________________________

The following Country Reports to the developments of class-struggles and party building by MLPD, Germany and ROL, USA were hold orally on the 2nd meeting of JCG 2004. The JCG decided, that both organizations should elaborate a written contribution for the INL 30 and that both contributions should be published there.               

Current Main Coordinator of the JCG

___________________________________________________________________________

On the Rapid Development of the Political Class Independence of the Working Class in Germany and the Tasks of the MLPD

Contribution of the MLPD , January 2005

2004 was a very important year for the development of class struggle and party building in Germany. The series of corporate-wide workers strikes at Bosch, Siemens, DaimlerChrysler and Opel, the mass movement of the Monday Demonstrations against Hartz IV where up to 250,000 people participated every week, have changed the tactical starting situation for party building and class struggle. 

Since the mid-nineties, we have been experiencing a general tendency of a detachment of the masses from the bourgeois parties, bourgeois parliamentarism and its institutions. A tendency towards the working class offensive was developing since the 1st of May 2003. The number of participants at the demonstrations organized by the trade unions doubled up to 1 million. All speakers of the Schroeder/Fischer-government were booed out mercilessly. After 5 years the militant part of the working class freed itself from taking consideration of the Social Democrats and started to take its road to political independence. With the help of the MLPD it was capable of understanding the unsuitability of the reformist class collaboration in the course of the different struggles and developing its class consciousness to a higher level. As a result, the struggles also developed to a higher level on a new basis again and again. The seven-day independent strike of the Opel workers  in October 2004 was the interim climax of this process. It introduced a turning point in the development of class struggle. The phase of the class consciousness arising on a broad scale turned into a process of the transition to the working class offensive on a broad scale. The program of the MLPD states on it:

In order to come into the strategic offensive, the working class, with the help of the Marxist-Leninist party, must learn to come to grips with the petty-bourgeois reformist and petty-bourgeois revisionist modes of thinking. In practice, their conscious replacement with the proletarian mode of thinking indicates the transition to the working-class offensive and constitutes a fundamental prerequisite for the maturing of the socialist revolution. (...)The struggles of the working class will adopt the character of independent economic and political mass struggles and must be most resolutely waged against all forms of state oppression as well as splittists attempts.(p.32)

In the strike of the steel and metal workers in the new federal states for the 35-hour workweek with full wage compensation, which took place from June 3 to 28, 2003, it was mainly the working staffs of huge companies who picked up the arguments of the MLPD leaflet series “Strike Newsletter” more and more. They broke through the reformist concept of “pinprick” strikes and went over to unlimited strikes. The unity of the working class in East and West and the nationwide solidarity was consolidated against court judgments, police operations and media smear campaigns. Because of the developing class consciousness, the strike threatened to leave the course of the policy of class collaboration. The leadership of the metal workers union found itself compelled to end the strike by means of a dictatorial act that was unique until then. By going down on their knees, the trade union leadership provoked fierce protests mainly among the industrial workers that led to an open crisis of the reformist trade union policy. 

On November 1st, 2003, the largest independent mass demonstration against the government until then took place in Berlin despite the fact that the DGB-unions (German Trade Union Federation) explicitly did not participate. The composition of the demonstration with its more than 100,000 participants displayed the close solidarity between the class-conscious core of the industrial proletariat and a growing people’s movement. It was a decision on the course of the working class and trade union movement against the course of the government. The MLPD played a leading role in this development, especially also by initiating and organizing numerous working class delegations from industrial large-scale companies from all over Germany.

In the wage negotiations of the metal industry branch in spring 2004, a trial of power developed between the working class and the government/the monopolies against this background. Aside from directly reducing wages, they intended to reintroduce the 40-hour workweek. The reformist tactics of symbolic token strikes failed because of the class consciousness of the metal workers. The growing will to strike threatened and marked the unreserved willingness to settle the trial of power with the Metal Employers’ Association. The Metal Employers’ Association had no other choice but to back down in order to prevent a strike.

Since February, one super monopoly after the other tried to accomplish its objectives of the offensive of exploitation by means of agreements in the plants between the works committee and management. That was encountered by fierce resistance with the class-conscious workers increasingly adopting the demands and arguments of the MLPD.

A corporate-wide day of action of 5,500 Bosch-workers took place against the introduction of the 40-hour workweek without full wage compensation on 5 February 2004. Different staffs at Siemens picked up the proposal of MLPD-factory units to carry out a corporate-wide day of action. Despite their willingness to compromise, the leadership of the metal trade union agreed  to carry out the corporate-wide day of action in order to anticipate an independent struggle. The 25,000 workers at Siemens got the 40-hour workweek off the table by means of the first consciously organized corporate-wide day of action on 18 June 2004.

DaimlerChrysler intended to push this through starting in one plant in Sindelfingen. On initiative of the MLPD factory units a corporate-wide day of strike was demanded. After rejecting this initially, the leadership of the works committee and metal workers union had to agree after an independent strike of 20,000 DC workers took place on 9 July 2004 in Sindelfingen. The willingness of the DC-workers to strike corporate-wide was an expression of a grown class consciousness. The MLPD organized the corporate-wide flow of information and solidarity. It informed the entire working class in its sphere of influence and organized international solidarity as well. Workers of DaimlerChrysler in Sao Bernado do Campo, Brazil carried out three solidarity rallies. The corporate-wide day of strike of 60,000 DC-workers on 15 July 2004 radiated the message to the working class movement that the attack against one individual workforce must be answered by a corporate-wide struggle of all workers. It brought the working class closer to the transition to the working class offensive on a broad scale.

A significant change of mood among the broad masses took place having as its starting point the qualitative leap in the awakening class consciousness on a broad scale in connection  with the DaimlerChrysler events. At the beginning of August 2004, the Monday demonstrations began as a new mass movement against the government and heralded an end of the relative calm in class struggle.

The independent strike of the Opel-workers in October 2004 was an interim climax in this process of development and it changed the tactical starting situation.

We document on this matter:

Excerpts from an interview of the ROTE FAHNE with Stefan Engel, chairman of the MLPD, dated 15 December 2004 (complete interview at www.mlpd.de)

Organize, organize, organize –

 the decisive maxim of the present time!

The MLPD has experienced an eventful year! For example, one has the impression that never before has it received such widespread media coverage as in the year 2004!

That is true indeed! The MLPD undoubtedly was also in the focal point of events in the significant workers' and people's struggles at Siemens, DaimlerChrysler or in the Monday demonstrations. That was plain to see for everyone. For years, the MLPD was totally ignored by the mass media. This method lost its credibility and proved to be impracticable. It also proved to be unsuitable for maintaining the relative isolation of the MLPD from the standpoint of those in power. Therefore, the media have switched to public reporting.

According to an incomplete survey, the MLPD was mentioned in 182 articles of the nationwide bourgeois press from mid-August to the end of October, that means an average of 18 times per week. The total circulation of the media recorded here reached at least 10 million copies. In addition, there were a few television and radio reports. (...) However, this was combined with an unprecedented anti-communist smear campaign against the MLPD. It was controlled and coordinated by so-called "task centers", which the government set up at the climax of the movement of the Monday demonstrations after August 23 at a national, as well as at a state level.

These task centers coordinated the work of the police, the secret services and the media against the "threats to the Federal Republic of Germany", which they made out especially in the Monday demonstrations and the Marxist-Leninists who were working there. Up to now, such task centers were set up only in the event of natural disasters and terror attacks. For the first time, they now directed their activities against the protest against the Schroeder/Fischer government and the influence of the MLPD.
The main lie that has been disseminated by the secret services is the allegation that the MLPD is "manipulating" the mass movements and "misusing" them for party political purposes. The alliances in which the MLPD participated for local elections were simply declared to be "camouflage organizations of the MLPD". At the Opel strike in Bochum, "Focus" magazine even reported about the MLPD "ringleaders" who are a danger to the public: "In no other plant could two dozen rabble-rousers radicalize a workforce of 10,000 workers." (October 25, 2004)
The shift to an anti-communist smear campaign aimed at undermining the solidarity between the MLPD and the militant and class conscious core of the industrial workers, as well as the mass movements against the Hartz IV laws. This, however, has failed. But the smear campaign could temporarily lead people who had not yet gotten to know the MLPD personally in word and deed to become insecure. This is one of the main reasons for the momentary decline in the number of participants in the Monday demonstration movement. (...)

It is very important that we conduct the dispute with anti-communism in public and I wish that the newspaper "Rote Fahne" would give more space for dealing with this issue. (...) The fact that this discussion is arising again today actually has actually two aspects. One is the anti-communist smear campaign of those in power, the other one is the great interest of a growing number of people, who are simply searching clarity in this question and who also have the right to have their critical questions be answered by us appropriately. Our most important answer to this question is the theory and practice of the MLPD as a party of a new type and the doctrine of the mode of thinking, by means of which we have drawn conclusions from the degeneration of the former communist movement.. 

The media are giving the impression that the Monday demonstration movement is passé? Those in power, supported by the right-wing trade union leadership, the ATTAC and PDS leadership, have been using their comprehensive instruments of power since the end of August to demoralize, disorganize and disorientate the politically independent Monday demonstration movement. With a disinformation campaign using manipulated figures, the alleged advantages of Hartz IV were praised, the number of the participants in the Monday demonstrations were deliberately lowered and, together with the secret services, an anti-communist smear campaign against the Monday demonstration movement was put into action. The protest march against the government on October 3rd in Berlin with its 25,000 people was either totally hushed up or called a mini “MLPD demonstration”.

The Monday demonstration movement is further taking place in 120 to 130 cities in Germany every week in defiance of the prophecies of doom and funeral calls of the bourgeois press, but also of the opportunist trade union leadership, PDS or ATTAC leadership. It has meanwhile stabilized with about 10,000 to 20,000 participants every week. This is, of course, less than one tenth compared with its peak on August 23 with 230,000 people at 230 demonstrations.
But it is still a mass movement with big prospects for the future. The current movement is more united and uncompromising against the government and has, in particular, formed a network and stabilized nationwide. The participants really are made up ueberparteilich, have developed a strong backbone and are on very friendly terms meanwhile. A new upswing of the movement can be expected, especially when the false government reports maintaining that Hartz IV will improve everything will be dashed to pieces in face of reality. (...)It is especially  significant that the movement could maintain and strengthen its political independence. The MLPD certainly made an important contribution to this development by promoting the open microphone, democratic votes, delegation systems which point to the future  and the democratic coordination of the work within the Monday demonstration movement and its proletarian culture of debate.

Delegates from 96 cities took part in the nationwide conference of the Monday demonstrations on October 16 in Hanover and elected a nationwide coordinating circle which has the task of coordinating and strengthening the militant activities of thousands of Monday demonstrators in the future. Nationwide forms of direct democracy have been initiated here  which are of decisive importance for a mass movement for a change in society.  (...)

In October the Opel-strike moved into the focus of public interest. The MLPD also paid great attention to it.
The seven-day independent Opel-strike introduced a turning point in the development of class struggle. It was the interim climax in the development of the political independence of a growing number of workers in the struggle against government and monopolies. This development had started on May 1st, 2003. A qualitative leap occurred at the peak of the Opel-strike that we assess to be an introduction of the transition to the working-class offensive on a broad scale. This became clear in the following essential elements: 

· The Opel-workers combined the independent strike with blockades of the plant gates and an occupation of the plant. That was an important guarantee for its effectiveness in the entire GM-production in Europe. The combination of these three forms of struggle expressed the higher development of the class consciousness of the workers, namely that only rigorous class-struggle against the international monopoly of General Motors can push through their interests. 

· By linking up the Opel-strike with the nationwide Monday demonstration  movement on October 18th and 19th, 2004, the demand to withdraw GMs horror-catalogue combined with the demand “Down with Hartz IV We are the people!” This means that the struggle for daily demands and partial slogans against the monopolies and the government was conducted in an offensive way and that the economic struggle was combined with the political struggle. 

· In the course of the seven days, the independent struggle of the Opel-workers developed into a mass struggle, in which finally a hundred thousand participants joined together and millions showed solidarity in the framework of a Europe-wide day of action. The militant  and class-conscious spirit of Opel Bochum passed over to the masses. 

· The Opel-strike was the present climax of a growing tendency of to break through the framework of the trade-unions. That occurred on the basis of a growing rejection on the part of the workers of the policy of class collaboration of the right-wing trade union leadership with the monopolies and the Schroeder/Fischer-government. 

· The struggle was explicitly conducted in acceptance of the responsibility for the youth. The unity of young and old as the motor of the working-class offensive became characteristic for the strike and for the mass demonstrations on October 18th and 19th, 2004. 

· The strike of the Opel-workers called into question the societally organized system of the petty-bourgeois mode of thinking. The taboos customary for trade union strikes were broken. Self-confident and resolute action of the fighting workers determined the course of events. The forms of proletarian democracy which the workers developed themselves during the strike, like the open microphone, the ballots over the continuation of the strike organized during the shifts, the responsibility taken over for strike-tasks by the production units etc., were suitable to quickly develop the class-consciousness of those in struggle and to retain the initiative at any point of time. 

· The close relationship based on trust between MLPD and the militant and class-conscious core of the Opel workforce was the decisive guarantee for triggering and consolidating the strike and developing it to a higher level. The perspective of genuine socialism gained attraction. 

· The entire militant opposition with significant forces from the working-class movement, the youth movement, the militant women’s movement and the international solidarity and aid movement agreed on actively supporting the struggle. It mobilized all the forces and so was able to contribute decisively to the success of the strike, but also to protect it against attacks from the corporate management or by the state power apparatus. 

· Finally, the style and method of the strike and its objectives gained broad solidarity among the petty-bourgeois intermediate strata, who are themselves coming more and more into contradiction to ruling policy. That was demonstrated especially by the impact that the strike had on journalists and in their press coverage which remains to express sympathy till today. That does not fit into the image of the customary court correspondence in favor of the ruling class at all.  (...)

How will the class struggle develop further?
One cannot say that with certainty, because whereas the class struggle is governed by laws which are based on the capitalistic wage system, its concrete development depends on many not foreseeable factors and influences.  At the same time, there is no doubt that in the past ten years a lot has happened in the development of class consciousness.
In the relative calm of the class struggle, which is how we defined the current stage of a non-revolutionary situation at the beginning of the 1970s, a mix of a   process of ferment, of agitation, destabilization and rebellion has visibly come to light, which seems in its overall development to be irreversible with view to the current economic and political background.
Already in 1996, the class consciousness of the workers arose on a broad scale in connection with the mass strike of 1.1 million workers against the cancellation of the continuation of wage payments in case of illness planned by the former Kohl government.

In the book „Twilights of the Gods Götterdämmerung over the ‚New World Order“ we have portrayed the awakening class consciousness as a transition from the low of the revolutionary movement to the gradual maturing of a revolutionary crisis.

It is notable that in contrast to the 1980s and early 1990s, the class consciousness arising on a broad scale could not be pushed back in 1996, but instead, by the end of 2004, has developed up to the point that a transition to the working-class offensive on a broad scale has been initiated. Nevertheless, we are still in a process of ferment on the basis of a non-revolutionary situation, but the transition to a revolutionary ferment is being prepared rapidly. If or when this development toward the workers offensive on a broad scale matures in the further process to the transition to a revolutionary ferment, depends decisively on the question whether the MLPD succeeds in winning over the decisive majority of the working class, i.e. the class-conscious core of the industrial workers, for socialism and integrating a growing number of people in the fight against the government.  This is identical with the process of the MLPD becoming a party of the masses. Of course, this is the process upon which our influence is the greatest but this depends as well on various objective and subjective factors outside of our exertion of influence. (...)
In March, the 7th Party Congress of the MLPD took place and it put forward the motto "Focus on party building". Has there been progress made since then concerning the strengthening of the party?

Compared to the disaster of the bourgeois parties, the MLPD has made remarkable progress. We have an increase in membership of about 7 per cent since the party congress till the beginning of November. (...)Of course, the recruitment of new members is by far not the only aspect of focusing on  party building. Party building is not an end in itself, but serves to raise the class struggle and mass movement to a higher level. For this reason, there will be no progress in party building without advancing the interrelation between party building and the promotion of the self-organization of the masses and the organized mass movements. This requires the determined efforts of the MLPD for the all-round strengthening of the self-organizations - the trade unions, the women's and youth movement, but also the movement against Hartz IV, the antifascist movement etc. 

The most obstructive effect of the worshipping of spontaneity is the underestimation the all-sided organizational work in the interrelation of party building and the promotion of the self-organization of the masses. Organize, organize, organize - this is the most essential and decisive maxim of the next months. 

The working-class strikes at Bosch, Siemens, DaimlerChrysler and Opel, as well as the Monday demonstrations and  the March on Berlin on October 3rd were undoubtedly highlights in the work of the MLPD. What conclusions must be drawn out of these for the future?
In all of these struggles we experienced repeatedly that they developed up to a certain point until they matured and acquired a social significance of great importance. However, exactly at this point there was a shift in the balance of power between the class-conscious parts of the working-class and the MLPD on the one hand and the ruling monopolies and their state on the other hand. For the most part, with the help and the support of the reformist trade union bureaucracy, but also in part of  the heads of ATTAC and PDS, the struggles were kept in check or foul compromises were reached.  
This can only lead to the conclusion that there has to be a change in the balance of power in the entire society. I do not relate this only to the strengthening of the MLPD, but in general to the strengthening of militant forms of organization of the masses as a whole, be they against Hartz IV, against the old-age pension policies or the so-called reform of the health service, be it the strengthening of the militant women’s movement, the youth movement, the struggle against neofascist tendencies, etc. In the present situation, there is nothing more important than attaching utmost importance to organizing on the various levels in order to attain a lasting development.
As is well-known, spontaneous struggles develop in waves. They experience a certain upswing, reach a certain climax and then they fall back again. To maintain the positive tendency as a whole,  it is necessary to continually organize new forces and gain lasting positions in society. That means that the new struggles must always be based on the assimilation of the former experiences in struggle, on growing clarity and self-confidence and on a higher level of organization. The strengthening of the MLPD aims at enabling ourselves to be of significant help in this process of organizing the mass movements. (...)

What are the biggest changes that the MLPD must undergo in the time coming?
I think that we must especially learn to spread Marxism-Leninism and genuine socialism among the masses in a more understandable way. The search for a social alternative, the growing receptiveness to socialism must be met with an understandable and convincing explanation of our  program and goals without becoming superficial. The struggle against modern anticommunism will not be resolved by itself. It must rather be resolved by winning over the decisive majority of the working-class for socialism and involving the broad masses of people in the struggle against the government.

Popular agitation and propaganda for Marxism-Leninism is foremostly a question of the ability to deal with people’s thoughts, feelings and actions and to lead them to our positions in connection with their own experience.

The popular agitation and propaganda I mean is not only a question of our written statements or speeches, but also of the style and manner of the contact of our party members have with the masses. No struggles can develop without uniting different forces which differ in their political views and in their world outlook.  The ability to unite with all of these people on the basis of struggle, to respect their divergent points of view and to discuss with them on an equal basis is, in the end, the question of agitation and propaganda and of propagating genuine socialism. The development of a clearly increased mass influence confronts us even more directly with a great many, still existing sectarian egg shells or tendencies toward opportunist conformity. In the end, these have their common core in the internalization of the relative isolation. The fact that they manifest themselves so clearly exactly now does not mean, of course, that they shape our party work. But it does mean that they are decisive stumbling blocks and obstacles on our way to becoming the Party of the Masses and that they definitely must be removed.  (...)

At the same time, this is a question of our abilities, of training and of a scientific style of work. The Party has decided to conduct an Offensive of Training for our members and officials in 2005 and 2006. (…) The great responsibility that rests on our shoulders today must also be dealt with through a new quality of party work. (...)

At this point I would now like to explicitly thank our members and friends outside of the party again  for the extraordinary and unselfish efforts that they made this year in tackling all these many tasks. All this cannot be taken for granted, because the problems in life are not becoming easier today and sometimes they even devour us. Summoning up the energy and the iron will and, last but not least, the joy to become active at the Monday demonstrations, other demonstrations and strikes all this requires a high level of class consciousness and a great amount of practical idealism.

From the Belly of the Beast

Some Lessons of the 

2004 US Presidential Election
By Ray O. Light, USA

January 2005

When the election results for US President rolled in, showing that George W. Bush had won a second term (after he stole the first), most folks outside the USA, were shocked. Outside of the hermetically sealed US multinational state, with its mass media at an extremely high level of monopolization, the fact that the Bush Regime is a regime of war criminals is clear. Under the impetus of the world capitalist economic crisis, the Bushites were responsible for the unprovoked war, invasion and occupation of both Afghanistan and Iraq, and a new doctrine of “preventive war” (shades of Hitler Germany). 

At the same time, they were responsible for waging a war at home in the USA itself---including the rapid removal of workers’ rights to overtime protection and on the job rights, union rights, etc., as well as the rapid erosion of civil liberties with the PATRIOT Act, increases in police state, intelligence and other surveillance forces, and the establishment of a massive homeland security department. Bush brought unprecedented tax breaks to the super rich, record government budget deficits to the working people and massive unemployment and underemployment to the masses. Despite all these things, this time Bush received a majority of the votes as tallied (51% to 48%); and almost sixty percent of the eligible voters had cast a vote, up from barely fifty percent in the 2000 election.

How did this happen? 

For one thing, in the USA, with its entrenched monopoly capitalist class dictatorship, the only party that had even a remote chance of unseating Bush and the Republicans was the Democratic Party, with John Kerry as its presidential candidate. Prior to the Convention, the few Democratic challengers for the nomination who represented any “challenge” to big capital at all were discredited and disposed of, through monopoly media control. Both Kerry and Edwards, his running mate, like most of the Democrats in Congress, had supported the Bush Regime in all its criminal activities. Despite scandals involving Enron, Halliburton, exposures of torture of prisoners, the big lie behind Bush’s justification for the Iraqi war and the quagmire for the US military in both Afghanistan and Iraq, the Democrats remained silent partners, never even raising the need to impeach Bush! 

They were thoroughly compromised as collaborators with the Bush war criminals. Furthermore, throughout the campaign, Kerry promised “a stronger America”, including sending more US occupation troops to Iraq.

So the first reason for Bush’s 2004 election victory was that there was no real choice. The reality is that the Democratic and Republican Parties together represent one US Imperialist War Party.

The second reason for the Bush victory was the hysteria successfully fomented and continually stirred up by the regime around the question of providing “national security” while defending against “terrorism”. It is noteworthy that, by the end of the campaign, a distinction was made between Bush’s handling of the war in Iraq, where the developing heroic resistance of the Iraqi peoples had led to an unfavorable rating for Bush, and the so-called “war against terrorism” in general, on which Bush somehow maintained a favorable rating!!

Thirdly, the Bushites were able to mobilize the white Christian right, the Christian fundamentalists, with their white supremacy, intolerance toward others-- on religion, abortion, homosexuality and other non-economic issues, and their fanatical commitment. Thus, for once, armed with so-called “moral values”, the Republicans had foot soldiers en masse to organize and mobilize their supporters to get out the vote. As part of this Christian right mobilization, with help from key elements in the Catholic hierarchy, Bush even beat Kerry, a Catholic, for the Catholic vote!

Fourth, in addition to the systematic disenfranchisement of Afro-American, Latino, and other anti-Bush voters similar to what had occurred in 2000, there is little doubt that the voting machines used in the 2004 election were in many cases rigged to give votes to the Bushites. The strangely “inaccurate” exit polls, predicting a Kerry victory in Ohio, Florida, and other “swing” states, indicate such election skullduggery. And the CEO of Diebold Corporation, one of the largest manufacturers of voting machines had, prior to the election, indicated that he would deliver Ohio for Bush! Perhaps the real popular vote count was about 51% for Kerry and 48% for Bush.

Finally, and most importantly, most of the people in US imperialist society were satisfied that Kerry and the Democrats were enough of an alternative to Bush. Hundreds of millions of dollars were spent by both the political parties of the US monopoly capitalist and imperialist class and by the monopolist controlled mass media to promote this democratic façade. Key support for this façade came from important social props such as the AFL-CIO hierarchy and the NAACP leadership as well as from the revisionist CPUSA. In reality, since Kerry-Edwards as well as Bush-Cheney campaigned as defenders of the US Empire, the choice came down to which team could better defend the Empire. 

In his great work, Imperialism and the Split in Socialism, written during World War I, Lenin said, “On the one hand, there is the tendency of the bourgeoisie and the opportunists to convert a handful of very rich and privileged nations into ‘eternal’ parasites on the body of the rest of mankind, to ‘rest on the laurels’ of the exploitation of Negroes, Indians, etc., keeping them in subjection with the aid of the excellent weapons of extermination provided by modern militarism. On the other hand, there is the tendency of the masses who are more oppressed than before and who bear the whole brunt of imperialist wars, to cast off this yoke and to overthrow the bourgeoisie. It is in the struggle between these two tendencies that the history of the labor movement will now inevitably develop.”

For almost sixty years, since the end of World War II, US imperialism has been the unrivalled imperialist super power. This fact has enabled US imperialism to bribe and brutalize its own population even more thoroughly than in Lenin’s description of imperialism’s impact on the handful of very rich and privileged nations of the World War I period. The fact that virtually the entire US society has benefited, however temporarily and however unevenly, from the oppression and super-exploitation of the workers and oppressed peoples of the entire world, goes a long way in explaining the results of the 2004 US presidential election.

Conclusion

Over the past fifty years, the modern revisionists, in selling out the interests of the international proletariat and the oppressed peoples as well as the Socialist Camp itself to international capital, headed by US imperialism, promoted the idea of “American Exceptionalism”. Beginning with Earl Browder in the CPUSA and continuing with Yugoslavia’s Tito, the Soviet Union’s Khruschev and China’s Teng Hsiao-ping, they all claimed that Lenin’s teachings on imperialism, exposing its systemic striving toward violence and war, had never or at least no longer applied to the United States, with which long-term peaceful cooperation (“rapprochement”) could be realized. With the dissolution of the Socialist Camp, and, then, in the past several years, the advent of the Bush Regime, Lenin’s truth is once again undeniably verified by the bitter experience of the masses of humanity.

Those opportunists who promoted the idea that the US presidential election of 2004 was “important” for the oppressed peoples and workers of the world, including the US workers, are promoting just such bourgeois democratic illusions about the nature of imperialism. In State and Revolution, Lenin cited Engels who called universal suffrage an instrument of bourgeois rule. Engels stated that it is “the gauge of the maturity of the working class. It cannot and never will be anything more in the present-day state”. Lenin then observes, “The petty bourgeois democrats… expect just this ‘more’ from universal suffrage. They themselves share and instill into the minds of the people the false notion that universal suffrage ‘in the modern state’ is really capable of ascertaining the will of the majority of the toilers and of securing its realization.”

Such opportunists are also riddled with great nation chauvinism. For, in this US election period, it was the Iraqi’s peoples’ resistance as well as the Afghan liberation fighters who have been on the front lines of the struggle against the main enemy of humanity, imperialism, headed by US imperialism. And the US Presidential election offered no relief from the US imperialist wars of occupation and plunder of Afghanistan and Iraq. It offered no relief from the US-led so-called “war on terror”, which really means unending and preemptive imperialist war on any peoples at any time that US imperialism decides to strike. 

Since the Bush election “victory” of 2004, Sam Webb, the current chairman of the revisionist CPUSA, has praised his own members and the AFL-CIO trade union bureaucracy for their “hard work” on behalf of John Kerry and the Democratic Party. Kerry, like Gore in 2000, led his Democratic Party “army” in surrendering to the Bush election “victory”. Webb and the CPUSA, in their faithful obedience to the Democratic Party, demonstrate that they do not even have the independence from US imperialism shown by the Green Party and Libertarian Party presidential candidates. These bourgeois politicians have taken legal action against the conduct of the Ohio Bush-Cheney campaign and state government officials (shades of Florida in 2000). The open renegacy on the part of Webb and the CPUSA is in line with their support for the revisionist CP of Iraq - a party which, from the beginning of the US occupation, has shamelessly participated in the US imperialist-appointed Iraqi puppet government, backed by the US army!

Today United States imperialism is armed to the teeth. The domestic economy is a war economy. The US culture, which is spread like Christianity was historically spread to the colonies in the early days of capitalism, and for the same aim of conquest, reflects the violence and parasitism quite natural for the citadel of a global empire. The monopoly capitalist ruling class in the USA, with generations of blood on its hands, will not surrender its privilege and power on the basis of an election. Indeed, it cannot ever afford to allow a “free election” in the United States to take place.

· DOWN WITH BUSH-LED 

US IMPERIALISM!

· NO TO THE #1 EXPLOITER OF THE WORLD’S  PEOPLE!

· NO TO THE WORLD’S 

#1 TERRORIST!

· DUMP THE SYSTEM OF MONOPOLY CAPITALISM AND IMPERIALISM!

· BUILD A SOCIALIST FUTURE!

Information

The 12th International Whitsun Youth Meeting
takes place on Mai 14-15, 2005 in Gelsenkirchen, Germany. 

For more information: www.pfingstjugendtreffen.de ,                

e-mail: buero@pfingstjugendtreffen.de
4th International Automotive Workers’ Counsel

To all blue- and white-collar workers and their families in the automotive industry and its suppliers near and far!

All of us are experiencing eventful times in which important points are being set for our future. With the mobilization days at Bosch/Siemens/Mahle, the company-wide struggle of the DaimlerChrysler workers in July and as a temporary climax the 7-day independent strike at Opel Bochum, a new quality of the struggles in the automotive industry has developed. In connection with these are far-reaching changes in working and living conditions. We are looking forward to discussing with you the many aspects of this development and the many new questions arising from it. We therefore propose that we now prepare and conduct the 4th International Automotive Workers’ Counsel. 

4th Automotive Workers’ Counsel

18-20 February 2005

Arbeiterbildungszentrum (Workers’ Education Center)

Gelsenkirchen, Germany
Phone ##0209/361 64 86, Fax ##0209/361 67 68,

E- Mail info@automobilarbeiterratschlag.de, www.automobilarbeiterratschlag.de
We hope to have an international exchange of experience among automotive workers about their situation and their struggles. Conclusions shall be drawn for cooperation and coordination of the common struggles beyond national borders.
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